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Judiio Uerbard viesoll 
U,3. District Court 
U.S. flourthoa-je 
V/anliin^;toh, D.C, 2CXXJ1 



Dear Judfio Cose 11, 



iaeuao excuao lay typinc. I have to sit witli the typewriter to one side and 
ly wife, \d-io usually retypes for ue, can barely move today. V/o are both Boptaeonaiians. 
% p^poae in writinc has notliin^; to do with reoiDeninc the case you liavo just decided 
and I mi without comiJlaint about your decision, llr. '“esar has just read it to me, I 
reooc^so its dei»ndanco on tins aovemiaont's Jteply, and we were not able to file 
anyt^iC in response to it becaur.e tlie copy lir. Joar miled lae wan delayed reaching 
m, becauije lay letter to Wi.i telling hiu I woidd bo preparing an affidavit addressing 
it wan delayed reaoliing liixi, and b>>cause I tm severely limited in what I can do. 



,P / ''ovemmont Inew very well, just stand idly by and do nothing. 

our days after 1 \frote tlio Plil the last letter in tliis mitter I was admitted to 
^orgetowi liospital for arterial surgery. It was folloxiod by too emergency operations, 
t^ second not uncoiamonly fatal, and sijice t}ien I've been able to stand sid.il only 
briefly or not at all, can wtiUc, at bent, about too city bloclcs before I }iave to 
e evnte my logs uiid rest, ara enfeebled tmd for practical purposes an almost denied 
access to my own lilos because of t)io difficulty of searching tliose in uy office and 
becaiiie of the clLfficulty I hixvo with stairn, wliich are hazardous for me, when all 
of the rtjcords I've received under FOIA are in ty basement. (I'vo lived for 
years on a liii^hr-lovel oi' onticoagulont#) 



1 iiLi ijerJ-uipu ^one oj;onc tlioae Icnown as critics of the official iiiventiea- 
lons of the assassination of i^sident IConnedy iii not boin^r a conspiracy tlieoilst. 

1 ve not be€^ufduin(; n vdiodunit. I*ve made a rather lui-£re study of tlie worldLncs of 
the basic institutions of our society in tii.ie of axeat stress and since tlien. I»ve had 
no roL^iilar incouo until Social Security, ;vhic3i is luy oidy regular incorae, no sub- 
sidy, and ii I do nothing else, I am content to try to serve history. My viev/ is 
that th»» aoaassijuition of a presidont is the most subver:dve of criraes in our society. 
^ that this ijapotjes on civon greater burden on tho successor administration and t)iose 
that follow it. I have not been out to **get‘* or even just oubarrass the PDI, tho ClA. 
or anyone else and I've spent a fair aioount of tiiae defending tho FDI and tohers from 
wliut I rcjgard as wilcUy irresponsible accusations of tJiose who liavcf sought and 
gotten more public attention. I*ve tried to keep tlie wliolo tiling in balance and I 
am proud that in all the gwomnent records I've obtained there is no real factual 
error atributetl to me. Horlias tliere been in any of tlie many affidiivits I've filed 
in F6 Ia cases directly contradicting those of the govomment. Itve been trying to make 
the unwitling system work.Onco, as you noted in my second case before you, I did when 
my persistence led to the 1974 amending of tlie investigatory files exemption. V/hich 
made me more official enemies, I'vo sought to and I believe that to a reasonable 
degree I've been able to i.ieet tho obligations with wliich, as tho first member of my 
family ^vqn to be Born in freedom, I was bom. 



Me are none of u.s ^^rlins wlio can remeLiber the fixture and I hiiYG no way of 
knowing wliat uses, if any, will be made of tho archivd I leave but I do believe tliat 
one of the more v.duable parts will he the records in my 1X)IA litigation. There is not 
one, includi^- tho tliree before you, in \/ldch tlio government did not misrepresent to 
courts, ihis has troubled me more than the defeats, if tliat is wliat they were. 

It also has troubled me that tho consequences include burdening the courts (for 
which I owe you an apology for overburdening you in my first case and from my ignorance) 
and negating that most lUaerican of laws, supposed to let the ]>eople know wliat their 
government does. 
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rejidndo mo of soi.ietliinij; I*d lilco to let you laiow* In th(3 second case I 
uou^t copies of the Fjil*s (;ener£il JllC assassination releases. (Contrary to the FBI's 
self-serviii^ letters filed \/itli you I never, over , vuide any attempt to make any use 
of it because it waii liiiiitod and I aw pretty sure I never oven referred to it.J i^fter 
your decision I was awarded a coiiploto foe waiver on ;ill JFIC assassination records and 
all those r(?lating to the assassination of Br. ICing. I*ve tried to live up to the 
obligations of a FOIa rotiuaster, who I regard as surrogate for the x)eople, and I*ve 
preserveil all of tliose rec:ords e:cactly as I*ve received tliem. I malce theu available 
to all, including those I do not lilce and tlioso with wlioia do not agree. I*ve gone 
farther. I*vo put in a A/orking table for tliose who use them, \d.tliout any suptjrvision, 
with even a typewriter and otlier supplies, and we make copies for those who want them. 

I told you was my purpose, I*v ; given a great amount of tirac to the press, domestic 
and foreign, l?irge and si.^1, and the electronic media. And I*m pleaded t}iat it has 
been possible for me to iSrt v/hat I believe the law intended. I*ve never coramerciali:;ed 
this iii any v/ay and there is no quid quo pro from the university which will get 
every tiling I liave. {,\h. luive no cldldren.) 

To return to \dieri; I .wan before tliio digression, which was merely to let you 
know tliat althougli you imiy not recall t)io word I gaire you, I did keep it, perhaps 
I am of u different era but I regard it also as a suihroraion when tlio courts are 
misled in any way. Tliis is one reason I*vo done so much under oath and subject to 
the penalties of ]ierjuiy rather tliau tlirough lai/ycr'o arguments. For a ilecade of tlie 
two decades I've devoted to tlieso efforts it was exceptionally burdensome, raore so 
since four days after tliat last letter I refer to above of six years ago. For tliose 
six ye:irs I've spent the first tiiree hours oveiy day in ualldjig and resting therapy 
about two miles from my liome. (l aw permitted to drive only about 20 minutes at a 
time and haven't boon able to drive to UoshiJigton for yours.) addition, folloidng 
new tliroMbpJihlebitis a yev.r ago, I'm to spend t\JO liours a day lying down with my 
legs elevated. Boesn t leave rauch tirae for any kind of work and it accounts for the 
delay in completing; the ol'fidirvit I was iire^EdLng to file before you# 

I liave no interest in reoiiening this litigation but 1 do have an interest in 
any efforts to mislead any courts. If you have any interest, busy as you are, in 
iny completing tliat affidavit, 1 will do so. Otliorvd.sd the ijicomplete drafj^ will 
just bo port of this iirchive. 

There is a siiaplo means by wliich, if you can spare a little 4clerk' s time, you 
can see enough of this for yourself. You id.ll find tliat from the time of the July 
29 letter I continue to refer to the overall request in the present tense and tliat 
when I responded to the FBI's August 26 letter treating that as a nev/ FOIA request 
I began by stating tliat this was not a new request and that the i*BI nos up to its 
usual dirty-tricks and shoniinigans , quite the opposite of limiting my request to 
the one item# (These are attached to defendant's kotion for Sumraary Judgement.) One 
of tlie reasons I wrote the FjI as I did is tliat it had Abrogated the ■department's 
fee waiver. I do not believe it has that authority, it was under ap »eal, and the 
appeal still^has not been acted on# However, since then, the FBI liad not asked for 
payment on qjrthing# Ily purposes in saying that I would iiay, subject to the right 
to recover, for the records responsive to tliat one item, leaving » verytliing else 
unmentioned, is that the FBI li^xd not provided any ostii-iates, as required, or aslced 
for any tie posit, and ifitli my small income I could not offer to pay for any tiling else# 

1 was satisifed tliat if the FBI complied with that one item, as they have not, I*d 
get proof that you \iere lied to in my C.a. 77-21 5b, when you v/ere told that they 
were luiking a doiiosit tlitj "“ibriiry of Congress and would make others else\;here# 

The records provided to you indicate that a deposit was laade at the *4Lbrary, but it 
was actually’ for the use of the House assassinations cohxiittee# After its life was 
over the FBI tool: it back and tlien destroyed that entire set# There is Qfl. public 
deposit onyifo^ire except with rao, for I regard mine as public# 
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Item 7, wliicli i a id I*d pay fori is "Conditions and reatrictiona, access and 
distribution of v/liat waa disclosed, inc/oidin^; duplicate copies, if any, and where, 
w}ion and hov/ depoidtod." In tho effort to Ice^p rae from ffetting a :;et witliout cost 
you v;ere told tluit thercj would bo these duplicate deiX):dts and there were and are none. 

1 do not intend to file aiiy more POIu cases simply because doin^ so exceeds 
what I con do now. But I*d lil:e you to Icnow thatEK contraiy to the api»als court 
decisions cited, I have nc^ver expanded any request after litigation began, have 
never had voluntary compliance except when 1 was able to allow that disclosure was 
made to later rdjieaters, and even when witliout my knoi/ledgo the Congress got inter- 
ested in tliia steadfast refusal to cdjiaply with my requests and promises were made to 
tho ^engross, they wero n-sver kept. J^o you c^in see how f^ir bade tliio goes I enelose 
a few piigtia of tho plsblislied hearings I*d intended using aa an exhibit. The Ln/yor 
who assured tlio lienato they \/ere going to do souetliing did do oouothing - organize a ♦ 
"get Vt;ioborg" crew of siJC lav;yero all of wliom were beforcj you about three months 
later iJi C.A. 77-2155. 

i^ease believe me, I intend no tiling personal or improper, I am concerned tliat 
as I see it the constitutiohal indepc?ndence of the judiciary is undermined by the 
goverijioent's misroprtis^ntations in each ami every one of i^y PCI A cases, each and 
every misrepresentation, aa best a layman can h/ivci an opinion, basic, and I am con- 
cerned, again as b<3ot a layman cun Iwivo an opinion, tliat this not uncommonly crosses 
tlie line and includes perjui^:. x’gis is wliy the proper JW. assassination FBI POIA 
expert, *^ohn II, Phillips, did not provide eitlier atteatdLon in the recent case and 
Uiooe v/itliout iX3rsonal Imowlodge did: Phillips has yet to deny that he did perjure 
himself in one of mjffcases and ho can*t because he disclosed the proof of it to another 
requester, Perlwips I am of a different era, one of tlia post, but I assure you that 
this does trouble me and tliat I regard it as a danger to justice and to freedom, to 
our sits tom. 

Please understiind tliat I am asking nothing of you, that no response is needed 
and tliat I am mer ly lo/ilduig an offer in tho event it is not improper and in the 
event it interests you £ind tliat witliout response this is eiiHded here. 




li'irold Weisberg 
7627 Old Iteceiver Hoad 
l^ederick, Hd, 21701 



